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1 1ns iL'iiorl tiAsciilK"s [iic Mabd;n>tive Behavior Record (MUR), \\ buhavioriil iissc^ssMUMii 
sLuik^ ik^vck^jKit fur usl^ in j Inngiludinul follow-up sUidy of n;k\nsc*d ;idult offeiidrj^N. Tin" 
scak^ focuses ui>c)n llio jck"jilifiLiitjuii :ind specificalion t)f nuiiLidaptiw beliuviojs lliaf arc 
jissOc'iiilLHi wilh pojiircfcasL" success t)r fiiikirc iind is valid for and predictive of aimiiial 
beluviur atid rccidivisin. 

liLtaiitiL Uic MliR «|)ccifics areu.s of niabtlaptive behavior for which iniervenrion i?; 
needed^ the data derived and validated wifb this Scale present significant implications for 
commuiiily aiid inslikilioiuil correclional programs which seek to measure and cuiurul 
llic viiriahlos \\\\\\ inikicna' criminal boliavior. 
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Abstract 



This report describes the Maladaptive Behavior Record (MBR), a behavioitil assessineni 
scale develofied For use in d longitudinal follow-up study of released adult offenders. Tlu: 
scale focui;cs upon the identification and specification of maladaptive buhdviors tli^it unr 
associ^itccl wi.tti postrelease success or iailure and is valid for and prcdictivi: o1 criminiil 
Ijehavior and recidivism. 

Because the MBR specifies areas of maladaptive t>ehavior for which intervention i^ 
needed, the d:ita dt>rivcd and validated with this scale present significant implications for 
community ;ind institutiotiol correctional programs which seek to ineasure and control 
variables that influence criminal behavior. 
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THE MALADAPTIVE BEHAVIOR RECORD (MBR): 
A SCALE FOR THE ANALYSIS AND PREDICTION OF COMMUNITY 
ADJUSTMENT AND RECIDIVISM OF OFFENDERS 



Marljn Bcirton and W.O, Jenkins 

Experimental Man|)ower Laboratory for Corrections 
Rehabilitation Research Foundaliofi 
Elmore?, Alabama 36025 

Jtinuary, 1973 

Althoucjh ificn? iirc a iiuiritjur of approaches io the assessitionl and prediction ot 
crin^inal iictiviiy ;iikI roc;idivism, few if any insirurnents have been developed wlii»:b iiss*jss 
nnd/or predict e11*?c|ively. This paper describes an instrument, the Maladiipbve l^triiavlaf 
Record (MBR), which fociisrs on the behavior of the released offender in ihti commnniiy a% 
an index In his adjusiment. The MBR has been shown to be both valid for tinfl predictive of 
criminal behavior and recidivism. 

The instrLiment was developed in connection with a longitudinal follow-up study ot 
released offenders c()fidui:lud by the Experimental Manpower Laboratory (or Corrootion'i 
(EMLC), This study us(kI a behiivioral assessment instrumer^t called ihe Enviruiiiuemai 
Dftprivatiofi Scaft^ (EDSI which hod bec!ii developed in 1955 by Pascal and Jenkins ;ind 
omA]vii to a Vifriely <>f d*'vi;ifH b(?haviors. The EDS measures the suppori of depfivaiion 
sLfi>f>rK^d by iUe inilividual's (Miviror^itiental sources to predict deviant behavior which, in tlur 
EMLC's follow up sludy, was Um violation. Only one aspect of the released oltendei's daily 
functiofijnij is covered by the EDS, however; the input he reci;ives from his envirnriinent. 
Another instrunienr was iietxJed to measure the responses he makes to his envircjnineiu, 
particularly in terms of maladaptive behaviors, i,e,, those behaviors which ciilminat<^ in law 
violation ;in<Vor recidrvisni. The MBR was developed to fill this need and tor use wlfh the 
EDS in ttie EMLC's tolluw-up stu<ly* 

The MBR emi?r(jed its ;i checklist format, covering behavioral excesses and/or d*^ficiis in 
ihe aieas of Hniploynii^ni, fiddiclion, iriterpersonal relationships, ecoi^umic:;, psyclii>loyic;i| 
and [Physical .uljusunont, and li^fial firoblerns (otfier than arresisj. The^ie lanejjorn.^s wejt* 



ompiricallv derived and judged lo be criticDl lo postrelease success. Use tjl ihe insiruMu^^ni 
lias fed lo soFTiO refinement of individuaf items wilhin c^ilegories, but the cdMff|Orur^: n?rn*iin 

Stntonu^fJt of tfw Prohlvtu 

The incrcMsed avail^jbrlity of f(?deral funding for state dnd local corroctional sysif^iits 
fias itisufted in an upsurge in the introduction of such programs as preMrjyl div<?njon, 
transitional tdcilities, work release, study release, and home lurtou()h, Thesi? dovc;lo[>rni?n:!i 
offer excellent op[)ortunities for treatment in both thu institution and the cc^mmunity, hut 
tht? t|uL'Siion iirisfis ns to which sciciUific [>rlnciples and technologies should he usijd ioi 
prt)i[iani evijJuation. As Conrad (1967) hasstronf}Jy irKliu.'Jtui, the techiMiloyy ijpphod in ilnr 
f^Vi'iiucition ul I'iclion [irofjrains leads too (requuntly to jr>conclusive restjlts. 

Various n(j|>M).icln!s to progriim cvjilu^ition have been sugcjested which are hiisoci aw 
methods (il i>rodiciin(j recidivism, all ol wliich have certain limitations, Glasor (1964) 
descril)es thr*;*; hasrc ntethods: atse study, actuarial tabk's, ;tnd "configuration" tables. The 
case study nicMhod is Ijkt^ly to vary with the particular interviewer and tlierr?hy lo predicn 
less systematically on a large scale tlian actuarial tables, which are free of interviewer bias. 
The iKMuiJrfai niethnd, however, is insensitive to certain aspects of Individual casr'S and 
circurnsMnofs W(\ is not as sirfficiently predictive as desired. Glaser prof^oses combining if>e 
two aijpr<M(:h''S arul i:!i(H:kievj th(^in against each other for more accurate prr^liclion 
deui^jicjiv niakin*]. He also describes the use c>"f ''configuration" tabltjs, a method ot pn-diciicju 
iiased upon the contingency of the expc*cted treatment outconrisi in terms nt success m 
failure, Sidman (1900), however, has cautioned agairist the lallacy of th<? positrcni that aW 
research sliouki derive from the testing of hypotheses inasmuch as valuable data may ixjine 
from unex|>ucted sources. 

The limitations of these methods are hirgely avoided by employing an approach whiefi 
stresses interv(jntion assessment reciprocity. Key to such an approaeh is the develn|tft>i>irt ot 
comprehensive insirunionts which not only predict criminal behavior and reeidivisin, but 
also measure the roleasecJ offender's adjustment in the community while sperilyjrn) the 
problem areas in which ir>iervention is nijeded. These instruments, derived indepeniJefU ol 
ari eKpec:h^d triMnnrnt uurirun^', c:0(itd, if pmvcin valid arKi irlialilir, tluji bi' .i(ff>lir'd in 
assessrneiM ut vittujlly any liiMtmerU ptogram designed lo iimui:tr beh^ivtoiiil H('ini|i: m 
lent lei s. 
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Eslfjhiisli ri.'liiihilny of \()v instrunjent. 



C. Specify nialadnptivti hd^aviors of ex-offenders for feed-back to institulif>ns arul 
conimuniiy traintiiy and troatineni programs. 

Mctfiodology 

Methodologies! Orientiition 

The MBR was develuped in follow-up study of releasfi<l offenders and is de;^i()n<'d U\ 
identify tfie maKnlaptive rcspons<;s of the study Ss to the cornnninity <?nvir(}ni>u!rit 
reported ijy Uie Ss. tRosponse, in this discussion, is defineii <is those reactions in wliich a 
relationshif) h<Mwoeri thi? Cfivironnient and behavior can be cstahlishefl.) Whil^j dironi 
behavioral o[>s<?rv<ition ot *V's l)ehavi<?r in a variety of situations in tfie natural enviMXiiiH^m 
v^4>ul<l sfNirn a tujiMirioi in<:tho<l ol collecting) da La, it is ()enerally unfeasible in accrual pr;iriK:o 
Tfi(i altr;fManv(* iist?(J vyni; thu l)L'fiavtoral Interview wherein a I rained exarrunei (I ) 
sysl<^rnalicallv obtains huhaviotal and environmental information from verbal rep(j»is by .v. 
The information obtained was structured by the behavioral categories of tho MBR atnl (»lln*i 
assessment instrimients useil in the followup study. Non-behavioral accounts by wore 
used as cues to shape his reporting of sfjccific behavioral and environmenial eveni:> and 
interactions. 

Specific iVIattHKl 

{\\v ininal slop in die dtn/uloprnont of the MBR was the seleclion <d the bijfiavinis 
whicft ap[)eare<i f:ritical to postrelease success. The necessary information was provi<Jed in 
\m\ hoin \\\\\ data contributed t>y adult offeiKlers released from Draper CoirecUonal Centi^r 
at Elmore. Alabama. A previonsly dovolopc^d interview guide, adminir^iered lo IhetSe 
offeri<Jorj, indi^:ated -i nuntber of elassos of behavior that appeared to bo associaled widi 
recidivism (Jenkins, Barton, DeVinii, fit Withers[)oon, 1972). Similarly, data obtainrtd widi 
the EDS indicated areas of environmental deprivation which, in terms of tlie t<Jiat Ef)*s %Am\ 
were liiqhiy [)redictive of recidivism^ It was deduced that if were not supfM>rl<?d 
enviTonmentaltv, their behaviors were not ai [equate to generate and/or maintain luiuii.^f 
envlrortmental contincjeneir^s tt^ai woul<] support a<la[)live behaviors. TIk? queSHi)ii w.is: tl 
wre not enciac|in<t in support t|eneraliru| hehaviois, then sf^erifieally what helifivioi*: Wi-ie 
h<Mn*) eniiueif by .Vs;"" ^\w MHU is desi()nrd to answer ibis <|ui^sUon anil il:; coroll.ify wlni 
till* [^^edi^ro^s ol t:riminal b<^liavior ^»n(t lecidivisin-^ 
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Procedure* 



Tfiu 19 ^juestions on the original form of Ihe MBR wen* <i**rivecj Irorri Wwai sourcu:. 
(1 } the pprsonal experience of (he EMLC staff in corrections and psychology, (7) rxp^rr i*:iH:<r 
in fieki interviewing of released offenders, and (3) the basis proviclml by lfie FDS in 
pinnointiny ijruas ot environmental deprivation. While riata and <;xperii»nco f^ciined in tlu? us<? 
of tfiis initial form of the MBR indicated thai broud arsas of inquiry should ht: n>ainijjini:d> 
sonuf qtjestic^ns were i?xp;jnded in scope lo cover behavioral inc(d^^^l^^ ki a hn)acl(T t:(j|irt;xt, 
otlu!)!> rt.ulLtct*d ID ij more limited c<>ntex:, and siili others elirnin;ut^fl, rt:dij<:tri<) iln: loi^a 
nnmljcr ol ilt:nis in IG in ihu rovisod form nf the MBR (siio appiMulixK Iheso am-. 
i:at(jqorizDcl in th<? arOiis of employment, iRldiciion, in lor personal nHationship-j, (*t:onMiMu:;., 
|jhysK;al and psycholo*jical ndjnstmerit, ancJ U.'gal prohlems (other llum arrosls). 

Each item is followed by a description which provides a brief guide lo the LpiMfic 
inlormotion to Ik^ obtained in the inturview. The rating procedure is forced choice. If N has a 
problem of maladaptive behavior, E enters a "1" by the corresponding item. If thiMr i% no 
pfobleni of maladapMve behavior, ;j "0" is entered by the corresponding irrrn. In vMht^i case, 
E cntijrs under cat:h \nm the spet ific behavioral evunis and thi^ relatt;<1 onvironrntMUal 
conditions sc^rvincj as the basis for the rating. Within a possible ranqt; nf 0 yu U\ tin.' toi-jl 
scon* IS lli^* [ircdiotor lo In: rijlated lo tlie nrCniriMice of criminal behavior ni tl.'(:ill^vi^n| 

lntervi(?Wf.'rs w*;re Iraint^d in ihe beliavioral rcwarch inw*rvlew fijMowintj ihe \t\nt t*{.\urv/, 
ol Pascal an<i ,f<Mikins ( 1961 ) in addition to tlu^ii irainint| in the ij<u^ nl ihii Mbft. 1 lie in.trmal 
for tlu' iiso of iho MBR is (essential for its ef(ei;livt? applicaiitjn (Ituftoii, WilhtirjpMon, ftr 
Jenkins, 1973). 

TliL* total N used in the developmeni of the MBR wa!; 21G malt? fuloiiy c^llcndc^r^i 
reie:jsed f rofT^ Dr^jper Correclfonal Center, timore, AlabarT^. Their durnurir aphrt, 
cliariicUirisiics were: 

At)e ritniie: 19 lo 37 yoars 
Mr:in \K\ *> yiMrs 

Mai I u\\ tlivoirr(i ur sepaiatrd ?0%; wero rv^vi^r m-in ieM f>2% 

Mr,U) I K). Hb 



First time committed to an adult prison: 50% 
Mean educational level: reportedi 9 years; tested, 7 years 
Offt^nses: 66% against property, 34% against persons 
R;Kj;il cotiipositiori: 45% black; 55% white 

Subjtxi S(?locTion was determined by the experimental design of the follow tip ^iluciy 
which was e\/aluating the effects of manpower training projects and an EMLC toktin 
economy project/ The selection procedures for these various treatment groups and u 
non- treatment comparison group will be included in a comprehensive EMLC n^port. For the; 
purposes of this p;iper, however, it is important to note ttiat these S^, iiui?rviewed witti 
either the original or revised form of the MBR, are representative of the Drapi.^r po[iulauoiL 
For the most part, interviews were conducted in the more densely populated areos ol 
Alabama where the fjreater distribution of Ss was located, but ulso included some .9s iocdtecl 
in sroall towns and rural areas. 

Interview Procodttros 

The interviews weni conductetJ as par\ ^ i trie l:MLC's follow-up study, usintj a battery 
of instruments which included tfie MBR. 5s !<ving in the Montgomery area wcie intcrviewocl 
at the EMLC's downtown office; th q living outside this area were intervi«w<^ri at 
residences, places of employment, :^ m other pre-arranged locations {e.<|., restaurants). 
The interviews were administered face-to-face and required 45-90 minutes for Ihe full 
battery of instruments. Because several of the items overlap between instruments, rtn.' MHH 
required about 30 minutes instead of the 30-60 minutes necessary \t used alohe. 

Since till datj contributions wt?re voluntary i careful attention was given lo ipirniif] tihtl 
miiintiiiniiKj rn[>port iind to orienting 5s to the objectives of the reseanrh ihhM\/i<?w. 
Consistent witli the objectives, interviewers maintained "unobtrusive rapport" wnh As, 
avoiding engaging in systematic intervention or counseling. Upon complL^tion ol iIk* full 
biJttery of ir^striunents, Ss were paid $5 in cash for data contributed. Those is wtic* wfMr 
interviewed M tlie Montgomery office were interviewed more frequently and with *^ lihorh.r 
buttery of insiruroenis, receiving $2 in cash for each interview-^ 

^ No sitinificani viiriations in data won? notetS as a function of thest (iilfeieuces m 
payrnrnt loi in Itn views. 



InlorvtGw data ro^ardinc) the absence or presence imd niiiuro of law violations reporied 
by .9s were validfiled aqareisl the records of law onforcement and correctional agencies. 
Recidivists who wen? not interviewed witliin one week prior to recidivating were interviev/ed 
as soon as possible after llifMr arrest, in rno^st causes after reincarceration. These interviews 
dealt with the behaviCT.il and environniental events imnnediately prior to the rime of arrest. 



RESULTS 



The dola presenind m this section were obtained over a three-year period as part of the 
EMLC's longitudinal follow-up study of the released offender. The follow-up study is 
divided into two parts, the 1969 and 1971 studies, to accomodate changes in the research 
design. Thus the total N for whom data were available for certain aspects of the Nnalysis 
may vary, depen<ling upon the study from which these data were taken. Because the 1971 
foliow-up study is presently continuing, this portion of the data cannot be considerfxl final. 
Changes can occur in only one direction, however, from "no (aw violations" to "some taw 
violations." 

This cection contains, in addition to basic data, other psychometric matters which 
include cluster and item validities and intercorrolatioiis, changes in scort^ over time, and 
test retest reliability. Because the EDS iind MBR weie used taoeiher to measure different 
aspects of the released offencli^r's fr<^* world functioning and because both are predictive of 
recidivism, the relationship between ihcir predictive performance is also ex<imined. It must 
be noted that while the overall format of the MBR is finalized, the instrument is still under 
experimental test and subjeci to revision. 

The MBR results <jre presented <!9^]inst a three part criterion of law violation: none, 
i-nint)r, and major. Minoi liiw violations aie dufined as those misdemeanor offenses resultiny 
in fines* suspended suntena^s, and [)robation or jail sentences of 36B days or less. Major law 
vrolaiions ijre clefined ;is olfenses or criminal activity resulting in imprisonment (ij.*., a new 
ft'lany aflensG or pataUf violatioi^ or both), 

Dhinfuittoo CXna far th<* MBR 

A Total of 21C prison releasees have been interviewed with two lorms of the MBH (ihij 
present IC ilen^ farm and the earlier 19 item version). The data were stanilnrdi/ed Jot the 
two forms using the norm of ihe 16-item scate (19^1 form), and the distril)utian r<.jiults for 
all 216 cases are summarized in Table 1- 

1! is immediately apparent from this representation that t^vc iistntMiUon is 
skrWiH) iiTid ;ipproiic:hes n Poisson or J- function rattier than the nori eurve. fhis fiiidijui 
rtjn^;i^ic^fU with rnn^;1 f^utctjinej in the nier*surement of Jkiiiiuii beh iviui .nul r;«cludr:i ni i*l 
JiMst sut|iji'si> iiioittHj iiS(' of eKiS'ji<:al !>taiistici'U analyiiis. Tlu* shuttcul .tiuiiyuc^tl I4H'Iuu<i(u^\ 
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reported by Jenkins ijnd Hatcher {t973) avoid the assumptions of traditional proct^dures 
and are appropriate for data derived from Hit? MBR. 

TAOLE 1 

A Summary o1 Distribution Data for the M6B 
^Combined 1969 and 1971 Follow-up Srudies) 



M6B Scora 


Frequency 


Percentage 


12-13 


2 


1.0 


10-11 


9 






14 


6.i> 




29 


13.^ 


1-G 


30 


1C.(> 




m 




0-1 


GO 


27J 


Total 


216 


100.0 


Mean 






Mediim 








0-13 




S. D. 


?U 





Vithiiily : Thr RaUUutuship ol M BR Score Ui Um Viofation 

Tijbles ?, 3, ijnd 4 coiuain the bi'*sic distribijtion aod analytical statistics tor Ibu 
availnl)le outcomes will) the M8R, The criterion is the funritionatly operalioniil one, 
previously described, of ihrt^ points on ihe law viol;itiun conliiuJiiiri: noiKj, iTiinoi, iiiid 
miijof. (Tile l;i(ter <;orresp{Mi(|s to the more usual dofinition of "recidivisnh") T;*ble ^ 
coniiifrts th(? oveivr/l dafj. refiortt*<l in ixironHao© ifiTim, with a rhree way brefikdown alontj 
bolh i\nr MBR scoie jiid l^tw violation diuiensioos. Table 3 pn>S4Jnii thie distiibulioii d;Ua for 
the 1969 veision of Wm: instroment; Table 4 contains the same iniormation for Ihc 19/1 
form of the MBR. 

The trends tn Table 2 are quite clear. A majority of the non-law violators score low on 
the MBR while nhnut 90"u of tin? law violators score in the middle^ ot iippi^i r;in<H!\. M m 
jppjruKi thjt thL' djtii iur ihi^ non hiw violators s^H'^irates wirlely jnd i^iijfuhLMndy hfHrj 
thost' of till' i.iw vinfjtvH^. Chi S<|Utiie fof (h<j (rwtuoncy (iaiu comes closu iu bO m I able 2, 



TABLF 2 



and Scnr« on llio MBR {1960-71) 
(N - 191) 







Violations 






N = 104 


Minor 
N 48 


N ' 39 


N 87 


H igti 
L ow 


1 0% 
53% 




36^ 
49% 
15% 


32% 
5B% 
10% 


total sampLu 


55.5% 


25.1% 


20. 4% 


45.5% 



Table 3, represtmting the fnjqiiencv distribution data for the 1969 MBH againsi the 
thre<?-point crilcrion, ngain shows ;i clOtir scpiiration of MBR scores for l;jw viotiUnrs tis 
contraslGcl with non-law vioiators. Tlic minor and major law viol^ition t/roufis hoth LxhibiJ 
mMt:h higher frequency hi<]h MBR scor<?s tlian the non-law violators. In thebottfun li'iM 
of this tabit?, the tl^itn have been (;olla|)S<?(l into two-by-two form (ird (he Q^coitMicieni 
appii(!(l (Jenkins & Hatclier, 1973>. In both analyses a high and significant amouni of 
covariation is indrcnled h<?tw(?e?n MBfl score and degree of law violation. 



TABLE 3 

Disiribution ufid Afialytic^)! Statistics lor tho Ortginal Form ol tho MBR fldCi^} 

iW - 128) 



MBR Scort! 



Degree ol Law Violaiion 



None 
N = 63 



M inor 
N » 34 



Major 
N - 31 



Minor fliitt Miilor 
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a 
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G 
'j 
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M«i1iito 



0 

2 
0 
2 
!> 
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1» 
10 
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l.*> 
t) 7 
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0 

3 
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1 1 
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3.7 
3.B 
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4 
& 
1 

10 

5 
0 

3.4 
3.0 
1^ 



1 
2 
0 
8 
<> 
14 
12 
16 
C 
U 

3.ti 

:i.f) 

1 



A^t MBH Stitruik 
Low ill V) 



Nil V il>1|l1lIlrlS 
>10 tB4%J 



MijMir Mii|i>r Luw V url4M<^4i!k 

43 (6ft%f O - .64*> 
22 (J4%* i» - - , OOI 
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Jhi2 1971 vf?r!iron of lha MBR stressed item rcfmemenl, and the incn?<ised s|)n;,KJ 
scores shown in the citifiji of Table A k presumably related to this refinement, Solh law 
violiilion groufis sep^rrale from the non ltjw violators and, in addition, the rmfir law 
violators uimi to score hi*jhc'r than the niinur violators, AveracjGs differ by a ffictor oJ rwo 
txjtwefin non and major violators. The lower half of Tabled contains the two fold Hnalyses 
and tho Q-coeflrcrents, Agyin, a hif|h and significant degree of covariation is cj<hibited. It 
should be noted that the Q-coefficicnts in Tabled are of the same order of magnjujde as 
those in Table 3, 



TABLE 4 



OKtribiitKin ^iiuf AiturVctc.if Stati^ttc^ for the R«vi*«d MBM tl97lt 
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N ^ &9 
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N - 11 


N 29 
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1 1 
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2 " 
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S 
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7 
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0 
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(] 
tl 

2 
3 
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4 

0 , 
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0 
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1 
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1 
1 

2 
! 
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2 
0 
0 

1 
1 
1 
1 
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. „ ^ , _ - ^ 


1 
1 

4 
A 
0 

fl 
0 
4 

2 

ti 
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Mean 


3,6 


s.© 


7.4 


6.4 


Median 


3.25 


6.0 


7.5 


7.b 




U-9 


1-11 


1-13 


1-13 


Alt MBR Scoras. 


No ViOldtion^ 


Minor and M^iior Law VioUtiom 


HiQh 14-13) 


23 


(39%) 


20 169% » Q 




Low (U-3> 


36 


t6l%» 


9 i31%» P * -0O1 


ENinmio Men £^cortii( 








Hit^h (9-13) 


3 t6%I 


10 (34%» O 


■* .B6 


Low to 3P 


36 




9 (31%P V - 


- ■■' .001 



OvL'p.ill^ th<^ oMtcuMir!; indif'tilL* it tii<|h rti.'Qroe of |)rOdiclivii cUllciuiicy iitui v;ili<liiy jop 
{Un MBR iitj;nnst thr criterion ol l;iw viciation. Puttintj tliL* (hjlJ ol Tables 3 ijnd 4 tn<|<^ilu'i 
to obtain some cictutirial prohabilitii'S ylolds the following oulcorfic. tndiv/idutilf; wih liii|h 
MBR scurL*s have; odds of 5.5 to 1 of cujnmiting law violations. For middloTaiKjt^ MflU 
scores thL corresponding figures arc 2,5 and 1, For l.hs lov/est MBR scores the otJds un* 
about 5 to 1 agtjinst conirnitintj a law violation. With continued instrument rfilini^niuni 
yielding incruasecf sensitivity and predictive efficiency, it seems likely that those odifs will 
increase, 

Vtiff(f*ty: Iht} ReUtiinnuhif) ai Itvtn Chtsitr .trtcf Uems to ^nw Vtofan'on 

T\Mi MBR conniins five individual items reflecting reactions to the work siln^inon, 
three dealint] willi addictive nititters, and ifirce focusing on interpersonal rospoiis(js. Tin- 
remaining five it(jrns ccjver physical and psychological adjustment, money nianatjemtiriL rind 
leg^il matturs. The (hita for llu? three primary clusters along with those for the tomaininci 
Items were anuly/ed in rulanon lo the occurrence of law violations and sumiiifiriied in fjblo 
5 for 88 prison retease<js in the 19/1 follow-up study. It should be notetl here diui Uiis 
follovy-upstutly is continuing and thai tlie outcomes will change over time, Ctiangeu otn;nr iri 
only one (Jirectruri: men c^iri tjnly go from none to some law violations, 

Tfie results cojitaifit?d in Table 5 show clear trends. The most predicUvely i;tlici<?nt 
cluster is that conceiiK't) with adtfietion. It yields a difference on the mean ol nion- ih^in 
fu<Jr lo oiiL* jnd ;i O eoi;Mjt:ient of .78. Tfiis gioup of items is followed closely by iliost; 
focusing on ernf>loynient reactions. Responses to interpersonal matters and to "otltei ' tjiso 
yield significant ijnii afifireciablu covuriation with the criterion. 



TABLE S 

MBR UiMii Cliot«f Vjfilictittt^Ti Asiamu this Cfi1«fion ol Law Violation 
lor QB Pfi\on R<tti>««o«t« (1971) 
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It ini'jy lif! iioufworthy llirit rKlcJictiv^u and t?mploymeni clusters yield higher v;jlklilv 
(;(ieftif;i(rrif!i total MBR scora. {It ?;lu)ulii he cnmmcniijd th;*l for cxtronie, unllyinii 

s(:t>n's, Oh; luWj) is ntfjst UiscriinlmiiinnJ Wllf^th*;^r rhjs lentfUiv^L* outcome is a tWiOorary 
sntT}|)jiri[| [>li<fnfHTiC(>on lifirtgintj on Uiu rn;jturily level of the ouUinmes or whLlher it will hi>lil 
up uvur tiint? awiiils furthur data collijctiuti. 

Tabli: 6, which f)r(jsents item y/ulkhiicjs, requires a lew words of explanation, Tlio dal^i 
wtjrf^ nriciirwifly sortt?d lulo two qroups, liiw v^iolutors and noii law violators. Then counts 
were lUiuU; srifi^irntoly of tho frequency wiili which "0" was reported for each item. The firsi 
two t:^^^u^l■I[lu of Tahle G present this infnrmntion in perceiitagL^ terms. The third cniumri 
nrt sr-ius 0 coelficierits tor i?<icli item reprcsenlinf| vijIidUies- The fourth column addi; thr* 
itidiviiliKjl itLMTi corrojiitioiis (Q co*,*f(<ciiints) wrlh total MBR scoru, 

h/lRH Hum V.)lKlM)«i Affidii^l Occiiirnnc« ol Law V &olji|ii>ti» 
t With Tot^il S4;<iru in a S^miplff 08 Prf»on (iQlobftM^i 11971) 
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All ihinqs considered, the most vtilid itc^ni against tlni cxlurnal criiurion of hiw 
violations is No. 6, yfcoliol use, followed by No. 12, money injinagcnieiu, ciiid No. 
qtimbling. Only two items 12 and 13} fiil to yield coefficients significant ui tht; b% foveL 
Pius ail but 2 of ihfj 16 items pioduce an acceptable level of siynificant positive tovariatiort 
with tfin criterion. Item refinement crontiniies. 

Jha fiattern of injm correlation with total score is quite clnar cut. The first fiv<: iiu\w> 
dealing with employment correlate very liiyhly with the internal criterion of ioi;il %i:uni 
followed closely by the three addictive items (6, 7, and 8). The C(jrrelaiio<»s lur 
irnerpf,Tsonfil itenis (9, 10, iind 11) and "other" items (12-16) are interrTiinyled at .l 
soiTiewlujl lower level. Ah but orie ilL^m yield substantiair highly signiticdiit, f)OHiti^i? 
correUitions. Overall, tlir picture is psyehonielrically satisfactory. 

It may be of intnrusl lo note th^it thn two sets of correlations contained in Table 6 arc 
relatively unriilatec), Tlie Rank Ordyr Correlation l}etween them iu only ,186. Tin; overall 
basic point enierfting frorti Tables 5 arui 6 is, oJ course, Wiv predominantly high item and 
Cluster validiHes with the outsidecriterion of law vjolations, 

duster and ftcjf) intercorreintions 

Tables 7 and 8 summarise the cluster and item intercorrelations, as computf^^l hy the 
Q-coefficient in the sample of 88 releas*?es in the EMLC's 1971 follow-up stiuJy. Fioni labli^ 
7 it can be seen ttiat items in the employment area seem lo b*? measuring behavior in 
somewfiat different area from those areas covered by midictivt^ and interpersonal itf^n^s. The 
latter two clusters are quiie hiyhly related, as shown by the correlation of ,80. Frirthhi 
analysis will be per formed as adilitiondl datt'i become ivariahfe, 

TABLE 7 

liiterf^orreliiiion's of Cltiltars on the MDfl 
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TIh! 1 20 iltMii intcircor relations are prcsf^nted in Table 8, Only 3 jjre n(;(jfiiivt: diid iIu^m! 
jjrc y^\}\u\\ in niaflniuicle. Tlur iniLTcornHations range from ,17 U) ,09 with ti iTu*diiin of ;i[>iiut 
A2. Sonu: 8Si% oi the v^ilues nre si(|nificjinl al thu 5% level ancj two ihirds ol Uicjiii ijru l(."j!; 
ih.in iifj, Cnrijftil soruliny o( \he rirvcals a grouping ol vfiry high wiliics in ih*.' upper 
lirfl h,'jn<l corner, where the items docilin*! with employment are localeil. JU\: 10 eorrt.'Uitions 
range from ,69 tcj ,99 with a median oear ,95, This is ihe only instance of such i\ groupiiu); 
items ia the other clusters intercorrelale positively but only to a moderate uxte^nL Tfic 
jnedians for ifio oihcr three clusters Eire: addiction ,59, interpersonal ,42, anil '*nth(?i'' ,2^, 
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MRR lieii^ liitercoHOliiUoni irk »i S^m^jk of BU ^etna%nn^ (19711 
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Overcill, it seems cicnr tlirat the ilerns and clusters of the MBR are contributing liirgely 
and sicjfiificantly lo prediction oi law violalion. Their interrelationships an* such lhai Wa^ 
sraius ({uo shoLild he maintained except for item refinement tor communiciation [iiirpose:.. 

As A hiwil vvutd, n;;Kler is remjruled thai the MBR is nui rnti;nilecl ;i jjM^c;i%r 
))uy( huFin'i I i<: insimnn^nl, htM fiiHu.T it Iuimj^sI ,thd guidelini; \u unv:nvt:(ing c:l:iv,i-, i>l 
hrhiiviui ih,ki liMd liiw ■*ru;nii[Mei:£ ^irtcj Ihjt stMVif^oS i:i Tttrna \xy\ SjK:(;»lyin<| jmm', \\h 
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ExiernjI :sfni fnlvnuil Rtiiahility 

The fnirD.iry question wilh any rnc^isuring duvico behavioral or otherwise ci>nci*riis its 
valirliiy, (ho oxit-^nt \o which it roidtcf; lo n more ultiiridK; cntcrion, Vdlidity is Minireri by rhr 
rnociSuring t:( insist Of icy of an instrurncni. Reliability or consistency of measuronifMil is, 
however, ;i sorondary matter. An intervention procedure may change the b^ilicivior of ^ilt 5% 
on a ifirfje sc^He ;md ihoroby exhibit high validity, but in so doing it may chaiitje tin; S'% 
relative p^osilion from ()ru to post mrasun^ment in such a variable fashion that rrHlabtlity 
tnay bo z(;ru nr t;ven nenativo. 

Th<irf? iirti thr(ic l)nsit: ways o\ (l»jtf?rmiriin(i the ntliabrlity of dovicrrs sucli as thu MBR. 
Otio is to havo indtrpendttnl ntiservcrs M;cur<l th<*ir measurements across a nirnihor <>l 
compnu: lh«r crurnjlalion iif:u)ss obfiurv^irj; ("intt/r rater r<;liability"}. The sfrcond is to nlMain 
rrrpenled iiK?:isijreiiionls t>l the same by tlu^ s:jmi; obiiLTvers and calculatL* consistency Iroiti 
ocetjspon to f>ccaslon ("test refost reliability"}. The third consists of inhTnally 
inloroorrei^itiiig sub portions of the measuring device with the same Ss, A cninnum 
procedure in thp latter method is to currelnie odd riumbered items with L*vi:n-innnhL*ted 
ones, known as "st)fit-haif reliability." In a limited sense, the cluster intercorrelalions o) 
Table 7 cf>nslrtnlc a crude nH?asure of this form of internal reliability. 

Initifil ntiloomes on rater-rater r(3lial)ility suggest a high level of consistency. Thes«: 
sruffifrs art; tjeinrj conducterl with two interviewers t)rnsL*oi, lioih maintairiinu bofMvii>r:j| 
lapport wilh S while s<:nring the MBR and other folhiwup inslrunienis ifKlependt-rMly. In 
addition. tap(? recordings of lor a b^isis for chL*cking scoring ijgreenHJiit rn Mrl^'chrd Ciisr%. Ww-. 
killer procedure has yieldefJ very high agreement wf>en used with i>rof:e<lMn:s ^irn>ilai i<> lln* 
MBfi, namely, Ihe LDS (Jenkins, 1972). 

In a sub-study of the 1971 follow-up study, 48 releasees were iiuerviewed iwo oi rmjn; 
liriuis iipproxmiately a month apart. Average MBR scores tor the odd'nuinbetc(J mniilli% 
were norreialod with tln)se for llie L*ven numbered months in a iwo t>y two Liynui 
efn[)loyin<| Ihe 0-coL*ff ici(;iil. The resulting data are sirmmari^ecj in the upper poitit^n (»l 
labli^ 9. Here it may t>f? sefin that nearly 80% (37/48) maintained iheii pusitir>n% ol \\\y\U nr 
low n:l:Uivp u> Ihe averagt- Ifnm odd to oven months. The Q coL*f licient is Mi . a 
high (Irtin^c of ('nnsfsunuiy *»r reli.if>ility on a test fL'h*st basj.s. The frfpr»»rr(! n)J'.jMjn.ifj('nl*. 
\\Myi i|niiii| irUo Mi is ^tJi^flysri will \ni finsideted i\\ deUiil »n the n(;xt Mrctioii. 



Irxl^vidujl iicni diiin on ihe MBR were t^vGilable on a sample of 89 roliiaso^rs in tin; 
1971 follow'ttp siLJcly, To c;i!culale internal reliability by the split half method, total scorci^i 
on odd nuinbfrred items were correlated with those on even-numbered ones. The oulconic? js 
shown in th*? lower [)ortion of Table 9 with approximately 80% of the cases (71/89) scoring 
consistently across the odd cven dichotomy. The Q-coefficient for the results is ,88, again 
indicating a high degree of internal consistency* 

TABLE 9 

Tusi-Rc(e^4 »nf1 !>pl(t'(^lif|t Reliabilitv of the MBR 119711 
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aa 9 

9 3S 
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ihM ILo^ 
17 8 

O - .87 

a 28 
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Across [lit! [K>ar<f ll)f> MBR fdr uxcoecls the usual psychotnotric standar<ls for reliability 
un both cin iinurn;il ijnd external basis. 

In tht! 1071 lollow up samplo o\ 88 cuises tliere were 22 fion law violators aiifl 22 law 
violalors (herb niinoj aj)d mii\or) for whom three or more M8R iniirrvitw recorils wur*/ 
iivailahl(v TlufSr' rritrit b<u?n seeri alioui once a month. Be<:aus(^ ol difterin^j col(ja%tj d.in?^, 
riH^itliv 1^^(11. \^\\\ ifMufi, .U>si:i>iMlonu: and hkc, six intt^view^i t^onsuiuu^d Ww tn<'<lian value, 
a1[Jii>nHii the .KMil^hl^' wen: u'jcd. (he aveia^jt^ outconif:^ \o\ iu>n t:iw \/«)Ku«>n 
and ijw vioiahot < i^ioup-H ai i> \hown in TjjI)U? 10 and \ iiiuro 1 . 
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Ctuin(|«^ in MDH Scores Over Trme fof 4 Softtpl^ 
ut 59 Mot>-L»w Violator and 79 taw X/iolatof Rel«a*ia«s {19?1t 



Biise N ^ 22 for each group. 



Mui>ths 
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Mean 
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1.9 
2A 

4.1 
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In these rcpresLnitatioiis it con be soen that both groups show iin upw;irfl irL^ntl oviji 
tnno, but n differL'ntial slope is clearly appciront with the law violators rncreijsino tht;ii scori^^i 
over the 12 months by factor of more than 3.5 while the non-law violators only floublod 
their MBR scores. Differences between the two groups in the last six months are hiyhlv 
significant, with very little overlap in scores. While local variations in the C(jrves are pro!Ktt)lv 
attri(}Mtable to chanci?, the overall trends are expected to hoid up with thu addition of nioiv 
data in the netir future, 

Thi: increase in MBR score foi ihe non law violator group indicates thai soniu ol the 
nu'w jfc exhihillrui Mt<jlcala|)tfve behaviors that presumably anied.ue luui ^jraiUct law 
violations jn<l fha* lh<!y wJtt ullimaiety move to the law violation (jroup. 

The hit|h consistency of thtise repeattKi measurements data has akoady been irKli(ial*rH 
io Hir jirovioMs section where* a test reiesi uoelficient ol .67 was leporlod. 

Thfi noed fnr ihu MBFl and similar instruments to provifle a biwis for intt:rv<Miuon i:i 
c|uitt? ci^?,ir in Table 10 and Figure 1. lnlerv(jntiori early in the game for the Iriw violators in 
the behavioral areas specified by the MBR can provide d trerid reversal and a carrespaiKlint| 
rcdticlfon in law violntinfi behavior and its more intense counterpart, recidivism. 

Th<* Rt'L}fton\fiifi L><*lm*t'{f Miiknunnivo Bcfuvior :tn{/ } nvirottnwttUii 
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critical dimension in the dovolopment and maintenance of such deviant briiaviors as f)e|)tic 
ulcer, alcoholism, and "schizoprirenia" {Pascal & Jenkins, 1961; Jenkins, 197?). Mor<* 
recently a striking relationship has been demonstrated between the EDS and The occurrence 
ol law-violating and criminal behavior (Jenkins, 1972), To eicamine the relationship bi^twei^n 
malaclftptive behavior und envjronmr;ntal deprivation, as measured by the MBR and EDS, 
scores on ih^ two instruments should be compared. 

A very high correlation between the two indices would suggest such bchr)vior;jl 
cornmunaliiv thac thecnsc coufd be made for doing away with one instrument. On the othe^r 
hand, n n^Nir zero correlation between the two measures would constitute a psycholoijicrjl 
and b(jh(ivioral puzzle since it wouki run counter to available? evidence. Between these two 
extrtjmcs is th(? possibility of ii moderate, nositive covaralion between ihe MBR and t.DS, 

This Itiuer hy[)othesis is definitively supported by the data contained in Table IT 
Both ihe MBR and EDS were divided at the usual cutting points and Ss were tallied ijs hi(ib 
or low on the two indices simultaneously, fn atl, 65% of t-lc cases score high and low on 
both measures. The rcsutsing Q coefficient is .55, indicating a moderiUe deijree ol 
association and covariiition betwe(?n the EDS and MBR. A correlation of this maqnirudtr 
accounts for only 30% of the common variance, leaving over two-thirds unaccounted for. In 
behavioral terms, this point adds up to the tapping of somewhat different areas by th(J two 
devir:es. Both measures correlate highly with the criterion of law violation, but in so doing 
arc measuring somewhat different aspects of tht> problem with only a moderate degree o\ 
commonality. 



TABLE 11 



HASH SCORR 



EDS SCGHE 



TOTAL 



High 

Low 
(0 2\ 




Low 



3G (33%} 21 (19%} 



67 

&1 

10» 



StftwnDry t>l MBR Otftcomos 

In hricf^ the* MBR h;*s hum shown u> \ni o highly prc<Ifctivo device tor law viololifui ;in(f 
oiniinal hohovior, both in tf^rins o* overall *icore ami thc^ in<Jividual items. Tfio insuunu^ni 
ox(AM:fi: [jsychfimeltic rjtandorrls wiMi nMjartI to consistency, reliahility, interrehitioMsliips, 
and Dfht r ;itiitishtu]l j nailers, Addilionnlly, ii provides a l)roa(l ranqc loundaMnn lor 
\iQ\\nwnu\ UwnMmXiym by spoctfyin*! fhf* arf*as in which intervention ne<^df*<i. 



DISCUSSION 



Manv mslciclaptiv*? bc^hciviors covered bv ihu items of the MBR clearlv correlate with 
iind are predictive of law violatincj behavior and recidivism. The instrument exceeds the 
usLtyl psychometric standards with rcoard to item and cluster validity, intercorrelations. and 
relfcibilitv^ These analyses are continuinc) as ;idditiotml data become available, especially with 
regard to validation ol the instrument acKiinsl the criterion of criminal behavior and law 
violation. 

The diita for the MBR are collected through a behavioral interview and are thus 
restricted by the c|Uiility of the interview Usell. The MBR score is valid insofar as the 
interview fcxiuses on nnd obtains bfrhnvioral incidents and episodes. The verbal report. "I cjtjt 
<]lon() lini,' with everyone/' bears an orUio(^n;il if not negative relationship to the behavioral 
facts of on(jij<jiii(i in a barrooiTi bmwl (ivery Saturday night, illustrating the diflerence 
between the expression of nttitutle? opinioiis on the one hand and behavioral incidents 
on , the other. Given the behyvioral orientation and instructions presented in the manual lor 
the use of the MBR {Barton et al., 1973). hovw^ver, it is difficult not to obtain basic data in 
the iirea of maladaptive behavior. 

Thii MBR may be considered a comf)anion pii*ce to the EDS. The latter measures 
environrTiental input; the former, beliavioriii output. Between them they account for most 
of a person's current functioning. The (|enerality of application of the EDS has been 
dernonslrated in a variety of areas. The MBR, however, has been employed only with 
ex offenders. Data supporting the generality of the MBR have been obtained by uLing tlie 
instrument with a group of t>rofessiona1s and paraprofcssionals in the fields of psychology 
and c(Mrectior}s. It is a plausible inference that the MBR has a high degree of generality. 

It sfjcms highly probable that individuals exhibiting varying degrees of a f)articular 
deviant Ix^havior would separate in MBR score, Skidrow alcoholics should diverge frorrj 
rniticilL' class alcoholics and these in turn should separate from the occasional spree drinker. 
The MBR sct^res of these 9roi,.'>s should be different from those for non drinkers. SucIj an 
outef>me has been d(?monstrated with tfie environmtMital side of the picture via ttie EDS 
(Pascal & Jenkins. 1961). The MBR should have high validity for alt forms of floviant 
btihnvinr. irlthon<[h this is an experimental (tues^ion. 

Tiir .issessrnenl ol currt^nt ina)iid<ipiive f^ehnvior inus! if^j vii^wvu lu a xi^^uA *:»>nteKr. 
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inr.\'iMiros one*. The [Jim<Tision of fjnvironmental input to current i^ohnvior is as^^f I Ijy tlif? 
tns. A larfj*^ miiss of systcrn^itic has hccn presented elsewhere (Pasc<il & Jfjnl<iris, 1901) 
which I fulicnte!? n high preJiclive r^'lationship between early lite expK'rieru:*^ ivu\ 
clevfjloj)fncnt,'il behavioral history and ;idult deviant behavior patterns. The (ii%turi(;;il 
round/iui^ns of i\6u\{ crirniriiil behavior aiso need systematic investigation, inclndincj hfHwivior 
patterns which ore learned dUd unk^arnod in the institutional settincj. Finally, intention 
sl>uutd l>t* mado n( other re;iction dimensions, an example of which is the durcilioticil 
pru|j**ftv of bfjhr^vior. An instiutTieiit called the Weekly Activity Record (WAR) hJiS been 
duveUitifMl hy thr.' EMLC to measure the partitioning of time among the varieties of evi?ryd;iy 
tx^havior, such ^js sleeping, working, eating, sex, reading, etc. The WAR is currently being 
valid<ifcd ;upiiKt th*? criterion of Ijw violating behavior. 

|durUific:itifjn of maladaptive l)(?fiavior!; predictive of law violeiiion and recidivisn* is 
only Uie fiisl j^tiip U\ dr.'aiiny with criininc)] h(.*bfjvir>r The next step is beliavioraJ change?, tli*: 
elimintthun of lfic*se ninladaiitive bfjbaviors anfl the prevention of criminal iictiviiy. The 
MBR [»rovid(^s a basis for intervention and treatmer^t by specifying the areas in wliicli 
intofviinlion is needetl fni uach individual. The MBR, used with the EDS and othtir Jwisic 
inforn^ation, serves as the foundatior> for rysternaiic behavioral diagnosis and prescriftfion 
that, io lurii, lead directly inio ire^rtfrienl procedures with lavornble odds for changing and 
^educing criniinat behavior. 

j 
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APPENDIX 
Copy of M6R 



MALADAPTIVE BEHAVIOR RECORD (MBR) 
(Unabbreviated Form) 

C, Bijrton, A, D. Witherspoon, and W, O, Jenkins 



T(iJ,jl Datu u( interview: 



{Monlli) (Diiy) (Y(r,*i) 



Interviewer: 



Clieril's r><inn? 



(Lasi) (First) (Middle InilMl) 

CliLMiTs ruiUri'ss: 

(SirtM I. StrLftI No, or P,0. Box) (Cily) (M,Uu 

Telo[)hune nurnh(?f: Age: R*ic;t:: 

Occupalion; ^ „ Marital status; _ 

Rt'pnruxt tniucaticjdiil level; tested: 



NurniHjr t)l chiUJrtiii: , Number of dependents: 

ClifMii's yroiip (u*Mtrn('nt, corurol, etc): 



Client's JD No,: Date of release or parole: 



(Motilh) (Dayl (Yc.iO 

Client^s teri;jl sUitus (parole;, release, discharged from parole, inc^ircerated in jail n? pnson, (^k. ) 



lnu*rvi(*w strtting (home, {?fni>loymeni site, oHit:o rciijurant, jail, pri^ion, etc.) 
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TO IHL INTLKVILWhlt: 

The Makitlaplivc IJchavior Rccoid <MBR) majiuul sJk)uI(I be curcitjlly srudird hcToir 
jnlcrviewirig llu- tiit-ru and usin^: this scale. SevcraJ interview tiyouls sliould be pciJoiiiuil 
;md criliquetl in Iht- li^hi nl' the insh-uctions in the mamiul before turlher intcivicwiiui 
of clients. The MBk inlcrvicw is lo he used to usseb^ the client^ beluwiorul ouiptil \\\ 
the comniuniiy LNWirDnment, cilher cuntintly or imniedjately prior to being inrjrctM aU-d 
in :\\\ instilLition. You shoiJid oh(;im sufficient beliavioriil infortniilion from xiw iIk-jiI tn 
score each ilcnu The clieiu's 0[}inions or judgements should riol l>e allowed lu tunfuM- 
ox inlcrlVru wilJi Ihc ol}|aiJii*it: of l)ehav]oral inforniation und tlic ralint? of Uic ik-uis uji 
the basis of actual behavior. 

St>j]ie ilejns of the MBR reciuire only the specification of ihe client's hdtavtfif. OtUci 
items tcquir^:. in addition lo s^xicific behavior, the specificulii^n of features ui Ww 
i'uvirtffifwnf iw order lo pinpoint the client's behavior in response lo cerlain corKlitions 

I he MBR is (or^etl choice. If Ihc client has a maladaptive behavior problem, the 
interviewer enters a "1" by the cx>rrespundiiig item. If there is no maladaptive behavioj 
a "0" is entered by Ihe eorrespunding ileni. In eifhvr ease, the inlci"viewt;r specifies iintlcr 
rui ft iieni the environnicnial coiKhtit}n{s) and llie client's rcsponse(s) which served the 
basis for nfing ihc iieni. i^nJer the total score on the top of the first page of ilk- MBK. 



i;mi*loymi:nt 

I. Hi:iiAV10KAL KKSI*ONSIi TO INC OMt!, Kiitc ii lIii:ju's eiiipluyiiK iii 

itHoiiK-, pay silioJulo or Lonunission jrningunu nl Tiiils u> nnwi Ins U^wc 
iiuL^^ls (jfiif client is tioE rcspojiding lu Ihis j>rnhloni a[>|uo[in:uoly hy lu'tivrK 
SLcking oiliLT cinploynicnl or a sctlulicJii llirouglt liis cruployrr, 

SpcciTy: ^ 



2. Ui:HAVK)KAL Ki:Sl*ONSi; 10 WOKKlNCi rONDH IONS. Rak^ " I ji 
Lficnt's working conditicjus, sudi as iK^atint^, cooling, sclwUik\ hro-iks jiut 
?iatVLy. itw :is.socialotl wilh significant iinxicLy, discninrorl or iati>jn'^Hioiii r 
arf(/ (lie client not actively seeking 3 ,sulu(j(><i (u ih'is |)r()t)jL^nj. 

S|>eL'ilV : 



:k INII:KA( HON with TO-WOKKERS, Rate "I" it client ha^ siiyiiluatu 
or contiiuiiJig pruhlenis in his interactions willi co-workers eilher hy viiiue 
or his t>cliavior or hy liis lailure lo respond iipprupriately to prohlL-m^ 
gene rii ted hy Uieir behavior. 

SpLCily: 



4. IN I LKAt 'l lONS WITH liMPLOYiiR, Rate " I " if client has M«nilu:aiit 
continuing problems in Wis interaelions with his eniployer cither l^y vii tar 
of his heluivior by his liulure to responti approprialely lo prohlenc. 
generated by his employer's behavior, 

S|>eeiry: 



WORK ATI KNDANCIL Rate- T' ii client lia:i been late or ahseni wnhuMt 
lullowing procedures acceptable to his employer. 

Specify; 



ADDICTION 

<i. USi- AIX'OUOL. Hire i"^ v\kt\\ iv^e^:; Ji-^ AiKA So ihr -MnU 

il uUerfeivji Willi liis inlerpersoflL^ neliUionsinps or ^-npluvnieni or tcsult^ 
in tinatuial dilTirulty for him or Uis ;::nuiv 

SpclHv 



nilrr[V»rs willi Ills jntor|H^rs(mal rctjMoJiships ot iMni>loyniuiil oj ivmiHn hi 
rinajKj;il dilViciiny Tor him or lits f;iiuily. 

Spcdry: 



8. (iAMl*LIN(;. Riilc "I" ii" client loses money cxassibcly, i.r , lo thr 

ihnl it iiilcrfcres wilh W\s interpcn^onal rehitionsliips or ivsiilts \\\ lin;in4'Mi 
difficulty ior liim or his family. 

StX'dfy: 



INThRPlKSONAL 

V. FKiin iNd. Riiiv. *M *' if" clitru uji|^;igas in (pUyiiical) tii^htiiig pi^MjiiLti.-.i 
ritlk'r \>y his iiKipj>n>iKi;ilo hchiiviur or by his fuiluiv to Viv.puiiii fu (In- 
hilKiviui others in mu-Ii u jiiannrr as to :ivoiii righlinj*. 

S^H^cily: 



H). VI':KIJAL AIJUSIVI'NILSS, RiJlo " I " iJ cliciirs verbal behavi*»r lowiiul hIIkMn 
is ahusivc, or if ciiciil is Ihc a-cipicnl of verlxjl abuse, or iJ (Ikmv is ct uprot Ml 
vorbiil iibiiSf between oliunl jnul ollicns s*jdi iis intense ;ii^;anioin^ 

Specify: 



IL MAI ADAKIIVI-: ASSCK IA'CIONS, Riilc "I" li dttiiil spvniK \iuw wnh 
poisons who cxhibil imiladapttvc bchjvior li) such iJK;js :is cnjnv. Jruf^., 
:iko]Tt>l, SOX, nnjnoy nuniagcnicnt, and cuiployuk^nl, 

S|K'L'ily: 



IXONOMICS 

i:. MANA(;i:MKNT Ol- MONIiY. Kmc "T' if di.:r,l has ainkully m ii^an;i>.nv. 
his moiKy, spc?ii£iiig for tioibessenliiils, t>ver-t'X tcntli-il nisr.illnn-jil 

puroli;jsjrii^ to tlic exivni that ciicM is mxi^bk in puichasv MrHii k ni 
t^sN;.:ritfa[s. iwc^i financuii obiigations, etc. 

SfK'L'Uy 
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ADJUSIMLNT 



I.V Ki;Sl'(>NSi:S TO PHYSICAL CONDITION. Kuti; if clicni Ikis pliysii-d 
probk'Jils to which his responses ure m;iiuLtaptive, such as r;iilirig to st'cuu- 
and rollowliig treutnienl or by failure lo arrange his activilics in iiccordaiuv 
will] his physical coiidilion. 

Sr)cciiy; ^ 



14. PSYCHOLOGICAL ADJUSTMENT 

l<;ilc " ] ** it" cliciu\ verbal aecouiils of his behavior ijuhcalc uJULMli^sUr 
nr cxcL'ssivt rc^>ponscs of withdniwaK ijvoidance, depuruK'ruy oji oHk i\ 
sell'-criLteisni, over compensatory behavior^ denial oi* l)ehavioral 
problems^ otc. 

Rate "T* if chent's verbal behavior indicate.^ thai fear, unxiciy. or 
I>eIj;jvioral (icllcilji interfere willl nieeling |}eopic or v^iMi iii^^lihiliiiK 
and in^unlainijig Jiiipportive interpersonal ivl;aionships. 

K;ilc " I " if client's beiiavior during the interview indicates )ear\ ajixiety 
or rnadec|uacy as characierized by lack of eye contact, dinkuhy in 
sjKakifig, ta*mMiiig, excessive |}erspiring, etc, of it ihc chenl'^s heliaviur 
is excessively agi^ressive. 

Specify: 



iJCJAI. 

15. iti JIAVIOKAL REiSPONSliS TO LlXiAL PkOCUSSiiS. Kmc r it clivnl^. 
In hijvror has resulted in minor legal probicjns or piocesscs ti</i ifwolviut^ 
arrests, sueli as minor tectmical parole violations, investit;alit>n i^y Itrt^al 
auUiuritie^i, legal proceediugs agahif»t turn by virtue ol his taihnt* to abidr 
by ijuntrueuial agreements^ eK. Also^ raio " i;" client is n;.si>ojKlnu' 
inappropriately to 3egal processes such as divoroe or child ^iLstotly litipti^n 
by iivoiding sul"ipo^.i!:j^ J'aiiiug tu appear in eoun. eU;. 

SpiL^idV' 



lf>, OTJIIiR Bi:ilAVlORAL FROBLHMS. Kate "1" if dicnt has heh:*vhH.d 
prohlcins which are not covered in the tnvecdiaii items. This i[ein iway 
include Jess firqnu'ntly n;ported in^■tana^s. ,such :iu sc>iu;i3 dcvj;ijici* te.K , 
hoiMOM^'xnality, reiarjon.s v>'iUi prepuberlai feiu:iks, ctc.^ and a widu i^uigt- 

nunnlei\;uK\% etc 



(a) 



